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The defendants,

dward E* Gxavas nd Felb& C,‘@raves,
‘and saco of them, do h@rahy raagg ;

7y‘mave~t¢e @mur

aew trial of this causa $0 far .pgrtains to La@ pxmxe@

sad by veason of the afixdavxaffmn dféenominated ”&fimﬁavit Sﬁ@wm :

. Violation of Enjunctian” which pxace&éxagﬁ f@ﬁW3teé<lﬁ a
ruling and éecxaioa of this

follewing xﬁa&anﬂ, aﬁé 24

1. That ﬁﬁe*éﬁ i

sufficient evidence,
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Tuat the dacxsie 6

Luaswers
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» iaxt mf thﬁ,wae ﬁc &pxil 1

- 24th and 29th and 30th, May 2ngd,
May S5Sth, May lith, lﬁtu, 27th and 28th and
30th, Juﬁe 3, Jhune 8, Juse 9 are the
specific dates that I bave obserxved these
oceurrances i the dumza. ’ ,

Mr. ;\30&3&:_ ;

wa mﬁvu to strxke the anawexkaatarahy ﬁsr'

qaestiaa*

ﬁr.lmzfﬁ on_ the éth‘ f

Judge; GVﬁxxmLe&. ﬁ[
5. For errmr of Law accurriﬂg ac tne c"”
cause in that at a time when Donald Ruff, avwitnﬁ

by the plaintiffs, was»tegniﬁy;nﬁgVee;;ainﬂev}éﬁag
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over the motion Lo axxikﬁ of tie d&ﬁend&ut&,

pounded, the answar aiﬁ@ﬁ, tﬁe wotion of- deﬁendants.fﬁk

and tue court' 8 “ul&ng thereon being as ﬁal&wwsm o

Question; &aw re&eﬁtly %aa thlﬁ &caurrad? .

Answers

My, Nogl:

in that the

’7,‘:¥Qtfi:ge§uiar;,“_sbin the praaaadl_gs i

this cavse: in thaz the caurt m&de a findin@ that e
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violated the decree of enjoinder, and that the "defendant” 1is
fined, and that the &éeﬁﬁnﬁanﬁﬂ‘szan&gcamwi&&ad ia ghe Howard o

County Jail until the fine and costs were paié whereag, the

record is eleat and unamhigamus that there are two d@féndants,

 &&& that tn&r is a tota

tered the min
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STATE OF IDIANA

AFFLDAVIT

303@;311 A, ﬁoal befng first duly sworn eccovding to law,
deposes and says: ' '

1. That he 1is one Qf %:ka a,tmmeys af z:eam:c% fm: ﬁim de~

fendants in Cause o 3622 in f;ha ‘Howard’ Sﬁperim Eaf "t;f}'tm 3;,#”

Ruff, et al v. Gravea, eﬁt al‘

24 *ﬁmt upen the ct‘mc, ’
ceeding held in sa:ia caurt :m
Judge of the aaur;t:-,dmé mn,]
£iled by either of ‘the
on said date, ‘tﬁi&

aam ?aul Le 113,11:&
brief and t;ha. eeuri: Hhe

that time te f"i’m in

to file a brief™

3 &ff:&.an
~ June 29ch, 19&91—,
plaint iffs’,: that ‘B

zmdianagﬁlm, and. requegtad %ﬁa said )?aui T Eil},,is m *::
cc:ux‘t of sush ﬁaat:. s ‘ O

4,  That.on said data, bef
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said Paul I, Hillis did advise the court of the lnability of i:k‘;‘izsi
affiant to be in court, and requested that the tim& for arvgument
be changed to another date, but was refﬁseﬁ by the c:m,irt; the
said vaul I, Hillis being advised by the Judze of the court that
he would not hear argument but was ready to ryule on the iﬁsn&
presented, waich facts were relatad to this affxant by ?aul Ls
ﬁxll&s on July ﬁta, i959, ané(aaaln on ﬁﬁ@ﬁst Sﬁ&, i959. |

7 Se .&han theraaﬁtar, an July 213:, l959 Lme cou:s
entered the &eaasi&n set f  tb zn tae moti@n fer & mew tria&
f;ied aan&uxremtly herewiths h ' '

6. That this affidavit is made for the- uﬁrgmse of

“dncovporating into t&e racard t&e faets in caanraé&atzen :a cﬁ& ; 

1959,

iy Cowmission Expires:

J&;mafy 7, L%f}
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